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“Vol. 3. 
THE 


| FQUMDB. 3. 


REHEARSAL. 


1. The Charch of Rome, by the 2futhority fhe Pretends, may give us a New Go/- 


el. ; ; 
2. She wow’d be more Infalible than the Apoftles, or Angels of Heaven. 


3. And by this, plainly Undermines the 


Faith, 


4. Unlefs I am Infallible my felf, I can never be Sure of the Infallibility of the 


Church of Rome. 


g. The Logomachy of the Words Fudge and Judgement. 
6; The ‘fudgement of Dijftretion doesnot Determin the thing, but the Judgement 


of Authority do's. 


‘ 
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(i.) Country-man. 

Mafter, That what the 

Church of Rome pre- 
tends to, to make; the Truth of the Serip- 
tures, and our Faith, Depend upon the Az- 
thority of their Church, Proves’ too much for 
them, for it Proves more than they are 
willing to own, that is; That if the Church 
gave ws New Scriptures, and a New Faith, 
we are Oblig’d to Receive. them ; becaufe 
they wou’d then ftand upon the fame utho- 
rity as the Old ones, that is, the Authority 
of the Church. 


(2.) Rehearfal. 1 am Glad to fee you take 
the Argument fo Right, Country-man. And 
now to Try you further, I will give you 
the Anfwer the Church of Rome makes to this, 
and fee how you can Defend what you have 
faid. They fay then, That it is Jmpoffible 
the Church fhow’d give Us New Scriptures, or 
a New Faith, becaufe fhe cannot Err, and 
therefore that fuch a Suppofition is Adfurd, 
and they will not give you leave to make 
it. 

Conntry-m. Ys it more Abfurd than what 
the Apoffles faid of themfelves? Gal. i. 8, 9. 
Though we or an Angel from Heaven preach 
any other Gofpel nnto yor than that. which 
we have Preached unto you, let him be Accurfed. 


T feems Plain to me,, 








May we not then fay the fame of any 
Church upon Earth ? But if the Church of| 
Rome fay not as the Apofiles did, it will| 


follow they Preach not the fame Doétrin, or 


the fame Ground of Faith as the Apofiles did. 


ee 


well might they fay, If We, or an Angel 
from Heaver fhou’d Preach any other Go/pe/ 
let him be <Acc#rfed. For the Truth of the 
Gofpel of Corifi ftands not on the Authority 
of Aen’or Angels. It wou'd be Bla/phemy 
to fay it. And is it not the fame Blaj/phe- 
my to fay that our Faith fhands on the 
Autherity-of the Church of Rome! 1s it Abfurd 
then to make fuch a Swppofition as to the 
Church of Rome, which the Apoffles: made 
as to Themfelves, and even as to Angels of 
Heaven ! It wov'’d be Absurd indeed, if we 
go upon the Argument of Authority, and 
not upon Evidence; for if our Faith ftand 
upon the Authority of whatever Charch, then 
we are to Receive as Fath whatever that 
Church fhou’d Propofe to us as fuch. And 
it wou’d: be Abjurd to fay fhe Cou’d Err in 
Faith, when her Authority makes it Faith. 


(3-) Rebearf: You have Anfwer’d fully and 
clearly, Coxntry-man. And if the Church of 
Rome wot'd lay by her Authority as to Mat- 
ters of Faith, and be content to ftand only 
as an Evidence of it, as the Apoffles did, our 
Difputes with her wou’d fooner be af an 
End. And a True Evidence woud never 
be Afraid of being Exarhin’d Striftly and ve- 
ry Particularly, for the Truth wou'd ftill ap- 
pear the more. But when inftead of an 
Evidence, the Church of Rome will needs be 
a Fudge in Matters of Faith, and Interpofe 
her Authority, and will not Suffer it to be 
Difputed, the truely Undermines the Faith, 
and Renders it all Precarious; as well as Ex- 


And it is plain in this, That the pofiles | pofes her own Guilt, in thus Endeavouring 
fet up only as Witneffesto the Truth ofthe | to ftop the Examination of what fhe has 
Go/pel, of what Chrijt had Done, and Taught. | Deliver’d as of Faith, and Anfwers every 
Fits is Evidence, not Authority. Theretore | Enquiry with, Who fhall be Fudge? 


(4+) 


















































































4.) Countryem. And who fhall be Judge 
of that Yadge? For if 1 believe any one 
to be Fudge, I mult believe it upon fome 
Reafon or other. And if that Reafon be 
not Good, I am Deceiv’d. So that if I be 
not Infalliable my felf, 1 can never be Sure 
that I Fudge Right in the Choice of a Fudge. 
And my Belief of the Jnfallibility of any 
othery cannot Rife Higher than the Reafor 
of my Belief. So that upon the whole, | 
am left ftill to Fudge for my felf- As 
you faid at the beginning, even ds to the 
Belief of a God. And if in that, then 
furely as to what) Réligion or Church | fhou’d 
be of. For I won’d ask, Who is Fudge, a- 
mong Chriftians, Jews, Mahometans, . and 
Heathens, which of all thefe Sorts is in 
the Right? It wou’d be Ridiculous for 
any of them to fay to the others; my 
Chirch is Fudge, for the Reft~think their 
Churches as good as his, and Better. -And 
indeed in all matters of Opinion or Belief 
it is a perfect Contradittion to ask, mho 
fhall be Fudge? You may as well fay, who 
is Fudge what 1 fhall Think? They fay, 
Thoughts are Free. And it is impoflible 
for a Man to be of any other Opinion than 
his own. Unlefs he is Convinc’d by Rea- 
fon, and then he can as little help the 
Changing his Opinion. It is his own Opi- 
nien {till A Man cannot do_otherwife 
than Think as he is FPerfwaded, tho? for 
many Reafons he may Difemble it. When 
a Man offers me Reafons why the. Church 
of Rome, or any Other, is an, Infallible 
Fudge, do’s he not make me Judge. of thole 
Reafons? Why elfe do’s he offer them to 
ine? So that the whole Refults to my 
own Reafon ftill. And this Grand Quefti- 
on, Who fhall be Fudge? Has juft lefe me 
where it found me. 


(5.) Rekeaf As 1 told you at the Be- 
ginning.of the laft Volume, when we en- 
ter’d upon the Controverfy with the Pres- 
byterians, That the whole of their Difpute 
did Turn upon the ingle of the two 
words, Epifcopacy and Presbytery, both of 
which might be taken in the Same and in 
Different Senfes: So in this Di/pwe with 
the Church of Rome, of Who fhall be Fudge? 
The whole Turns upon as Poor a Logoma- 
chy or Strife of Words, that is, of the word 
Fudge Or Fudgment. For, as 1 told you 
before, ther is. a Judgment of Difcretion 
or Opinion, and a Fudgment of Authority, 
which Determins the Caufe before it. And 
thefe two fort of Fudgments are toto Calo 
Different, as Diftant as the Eaf is from 
the Weft, tho’ the words Fudge or Fudgment 
are the fame, which may Deceive fome 
unwary People. But I hope I have made 
it Evident, that as the Selief of a God, 
and of all the other -Articles in the Creed, 








muft be Receiv’d by the Sudeme . 
cretion, of which Gad alone ' Fide Ae 
that to Submit our Faith to any Fad ‘ 
of Authority in any Man or Men ‘ ye 
fubmit Divine things, and God Himfelf 2 
Human Fudgment, which, is Highly Blefbe 


mous. 


(6.) Country-. But do you not Subp: 
thefe things to the Fudgment of Dien 
Since you fay we. Believe thefe things by 
it. 

Rehearf. No. The Fudgrsent of Difcretion 
is only the Aeans by which we Belieg. 
As the Eye is that by which I See, My 
Eye may be Faulty, and I may fee Wro 
But yet I can be no furer of what I Se 
than I am of the Truth of my Sight. But 
this is only as to my felf, not as to the 
thing that I See, which Remains the Same 
whether I See it Right or not. Thus ma. 
ny Men have falfe Notions of God, but this 
being only an Opinion or Fudgment of Dif. 
cretion, has Effet only as to thefe Men, 
not at all as to the Being of a God, of 
the Trath of any other Article of Faith. But if 
A have a Sudgment of Authority, to Deter. 
min of thefe things, then I am Superior 
to them, and they are.to be Believ’d upon 
my Authority, which is the Blafphemy | 
fpoke of, 

Country-m.. Now I fee Clearly, That as 
I cannot be furer of the Being of a God, 
than f am of thofe Reafons that Perfwade 
me to. Believe it:, Far lefs can I believe 
the IJnfallibility of any Church, but upon 
my Own Reafon. And I can no more Be 
lieve by the Gudgmene of Another, than'I 
can See with another Mans Eyes. 


ADVERTISEMENTS 
Jaft Publith’d. 


He Scripture Account of the Eternal Rewards or 
Punifhments of all that hear of the Gofpel, with- 

out an Immortality neceflarily refulting from thenature 
of the Souls themfélves that ‘are concerned in thofe 
Rewards or Punifhments.. Shewing particularly, I 
How much of this account was difcovered by the beft 
Philofophers. .J]. How far the Accounts of thofe 
Philofuphers were correéted, and improved, by the 
Helleniftical Jews affifted by the Revelations of the 
old Teftament. III. How far the Difcoveries fore- 


mentioned were improved by the Revelations of the. 


Gofpel. Wherein the Teftimoniés alfo of S. Jreneus 
and: Tertullian are occafionally confider’d. By Henry 
Dodweli M. A. Author of the Epiftolary Difcourfe. 
A Preliminary Defence of the Epiftolary Difcourfe 
concerning the Diftin&tion between Soul and Spi- 
rit. Into parts. I. Againft the Charge of favouring, 


Impiety. II. Againft the Charge of favouring Herefy. , 


Inthe Formeryis inferted a Digreffion, proving that the 
Colleétion of the Code of the Four Gofpels in Trajan’s 
Time is no way Derogatory to the fufficient Atteftatioa 
of them. By Henry’ Dodwell, M. A. 
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